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OCA/USPS-Tl2-40. This interrogatory follows up on your response 
(September 2, 1997) to question 2 of POIR No. 2. The premise for question 
2 was that, ‘In Docket No. R94-1, the Commission concluded that as the 
processing of Library Rate and Special Rate pieces should be similar, data 
showing that the attributable costs for these two subclasses were similar 
was not surprising. n 

a. Please confirm that the processing of Library Rate and Special Rate 
pieces is similar. If you do not confirm, please explain, in detail, your 
disagreement with this premise. 

b. If you confirm in part a. that Library Rate and Special Rate pieces are 
processed in a similar manner, then confirm that it would be reasonable 
to expect the attributable costs for the two subclasses to be similar. 

c. In your response to question 2 you state that “the operating plan does 
not segregate Library Rate mail from Special Rate mail.” 

i. What is the “operating plan?” 
ii. Why is it significant that the ‘operating plan” does not segregate 

Library and Special Rate mail? 

OCAIUSPS-T12-40. 

a. Confirm with the qualification that differences in piece characteristics 

and mail preparation may cause some differences in productivities or the 

number of handlings required. Please see my response to question 2 of 

POIR 2. 

b. Confirm subject to the caveats in part a. above. 

i. My reference to “operating plan” in my response to question 2 of 

POIR 2 referred to the normal practices for processing mail. 

ii. My understanding is that the normal practice for processing 

Library Rate and Special Rate mail is to process them in the same 

operations as a single mail stream. This is significant because 

question 2 of POIR 2 was asking about differences in the 
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processing of these two categories. If the two subclasses were 

segregated I would have more concern that there were differences 

in the way the two subclasses were processed. 
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I, Carl G. Degen, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing 
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